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In an Ajnapatra, or Rescript, bearing date Margashirsha Shudha
4th, Thursday of the forty-second year of the Installation era (1716
A.D.), issued by Raja Shambhu Chhatrapati of Kolhapur, it is said
that it is among the duties of a king of men to destroy any tendency
towards impiety, and to increase piety, among his subjects, and thus
to acquire eternal happiness in the life to come.1* Accordingly it is
laid down" that heretical opinions, antagonistic to religion, should not
by .any means be allowed to prevail in the kingdom, and if perchance
they should be found to have manifested themselves anywhere, the
matters should be inquired into personally, that is to say, 1 understand,
by the Minister himself to whom the order is directed, and due punish-
ment should be inflicted, so that no one else may join in the evil
courses, and they may ultimately be altogether stopped.

It would thus appear that the Maratha Rajas considered it their
right, or rather their duty, to regulate the religious affairs of their
subjects, although it is to be remarked, that the Minister appointed
for the purpose of attending to this part of the Raja's duties was in
fact always a Brahman, as indeed might naturally be expected. It
further appears, that these duties were practically enforced, and did
not exhaust themselves in being committed to paper. We find, for
instance, that in the reign of Sambhaji, the son and successor of Shivaji,
the favourite "Kabji,"1* Kalusha, among ;his other high crimes and
misdemeanours, induced the King, against the advice and remonstrance
of the responsible Minister Panditrav, to ord^r Prayaschittas or pen-
ances, to be performed by eminent Brahmans, "masters of six
Shastras'V* What offences or shortcomings were alleged for justifying
these orders, the document before us does not state, and there is no
otKer source of information on the subject known to me.

In the time of Shahu again, when Balaji Bajirao was Peshwa, the
State had to deal with a dispute even then of long standing between
the Brahmans and the Prabhus.*0 The dispute appears to have com-
menced as early as the days of Shivaji," and the settlement then arrived
at was, apparently, adhered to during the reigns of Sambhaji and

lfV. G. Vistara, Vol. V, p. 194.
"Ditto, p. 91, and comp. Letters Ac., (K. I. Sangraha), p. 9.
**The writer of the note at powson's Elliott, Vol. VH, p. 338, seems to
be puzzled by this word; but it is, of course, Equivalent to kdb or kavi plus
the honorific **jT\ The Bhonsle Bakhar (p. 14), and M. R. Chitnis Life of
Sambhaji (p. 7) and the Shri Shiva Kavya. canto vi^'st. 21, suggest that Kalusha
was an emissary of Aurangzeb. See also Forbes* Oriental Memoirs, Vol. I, p.
462. The Mahomedan account, summarized in Dowson's Elliott (loa cit)
does not support this suggestion; while it connects Kabji with the Brahman
Kasipant in whose charge Sambhaji had been left by Shivaji on his flight from
Delhi.
"MaratM Samrajyachi Bakhar, p. 59.
This is the correct mode of spelling the name of the caste as claimed
by themselves. The change to Parbhu (corrupted by Anglo-Indian to Purvoe)
they attribute to jealousy. See Kayastha Frabhunchi Bakhar, p. 6.
MSee K. P. Bakhar (K.P.I.S.), pp. 10-12.